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MEETING OF FELLOWS AND MEMBERS OF
THE ROYAL COLLEGE OF SURGEONS

OF ENGLAND.

THE ALBERT UNIVERSITY. ’,

A SPECIAL meeting of the Fellows and Members of the i
Royal College of Surgeons was held on Thursday, in the ’’Itheatre of the College, Lincoln’s-inn- fields, " for the purpose
of receiving a report from the Council on the present posi-
tion of affairs in relation to the proposed Albert University." "
Mr. Thomas Bryant, President of the College, occupied the
chair, and opened the proceedings by making the following
statement-viz. :-

"Gentlemen,-On May lltb, when we last met in this
theatre it was with reference to the reconstitution of
the University of London, and had not the scheme
been wrecked by Convocation there would have been
no necessity for the Council of this College to have
called you together to-day to lay before you their
proceedings with reference to the formation of a new

University. The attention of the College was first called
to this matter in a letter from Sir C. Lennox Peel, dated
May 26th, in which he announced that the Lords of the
Council proposed to take into consideration at some date
shortly to be fixed the petition of King’s College and Uni-
versity College, praying for a grant of a Charter for a Teach-
ing University for London. The Royal Colleges were at
the same time requested, in the event of their desiring
to be heard upon the matter by their lordships, to lodge
their case at the Privy Council Office on or before June 22nd.
This letter was read at our Council meeting of June 11 th,
with another from the registrar of the University of London
dated June 4th, in which he stated that the Senate,
although unable to proceed with the scheme for the recon-
stitution of the University in consequence of its rejection
by Convocation, have by no means abandoned the idea of
making such an arrangement as will maintain the essential
principles which have been agreed to, and that they
believe that, under the provisions of the existing Charter
of the University and of the Medical Acts, that
closer relation between the University and the Royal
Colleges and Medical Schools, which has been so

earnestly desired on all sides, may be brought about.’
Both these letters were carefully considered and their
subject matters discussed by the members of the Council,
together with some recommendations of the delegates of
the College on the University for London question, these
delegates having met on the 10th inst.-the day before the
Council meeting-and agreed to recommend the Council to
join with the Royal College of Physicians in asking the
Privy Council for an extension of time. At this meeting
of the Council, held on June llth, the following resolutions
were then considered and carried: (1) That the Council
join with the Royal College of Physicians in asking thePrivy Council for an extension of time, and that the Privy I
Council be informed that, until the scheme for the recon-
stitution of the University of London had been finally
disposed of, the Council had not been in a position to take
into consideration the proposed Charter for the Albert
University;’ (2) That the delegates of this College be
empowered to meet the delegates of the Royal College of
Physicians for the consideration of the proposed Charter;’ ;’
(3) 1 That the delegates of this College, or such number of
them as may be thought desirable, be empowered to consult
with representatives of King’s and University Colleges,
together with delegates of the Royal College of Physicians, if
that College should deem it desirable to j join in the conference.’
With this authority the delegates of the two Royal Colleges
at once set to work, and with a spirit of unanimity and
mutual consideration which is not likely to be effaced they
reached certain conclusions which were brought respectively
before a meeting of the Comitia of the Royal College of
Physicians on June 20th and before our own College Council
on June 25th at a special meeting called for the purpose.
At this meeting of our Council the whole subject was
debated, and eventually the following report, dated
June 22nd, and which emanated from the delegates of the
College, was approved, adopted, and entered on the
minutes:-’That the two Royal Colleges do assist in the
formation of a new University for London provided they

themselves form the Assembly of the Faculty of Medicine
of the University on the following conditions-viz.: 1. Each
College shall deliberate by itself. 2. All resolutions tc-
require the assent of both Colleges before being submitted
to the Council of the University. 3. The Council of the"
University to have the power of veto only on the decisions.
of the Faculty. 4. The Royal Colleges as the Faculty of:
Medicine to be represented on the Council of the University.
5. A Board of Studies to be formed, consisting of (a) repro-
sentatives of the Royal Colleges in equal number appointed
by their governing bodies ; (b) of examiners in the pro-
fessional subjects for University purposes ; (c) of teachers’
in the professional subjects selected by the medical schools.
6. The duties of the Board of Studies shall be to advise the
Faculty on all matters relating to the curriculum and
examinations, and to nominate examiners for election by
the Faculty. 7. An administrative Board for carrying out
the regulations to be constituted from representatives of the*
two Royal Colleges and from the teachers represented on.
the Board of Studies.’ And the delegates, having carefully, T
considered the above proposition, now recommend the
Council to consent to assist in the formation of a new
University on the foregoing conditions. The delegates’
further report that they are strongly of opinion that in the
event of these conditions not being conceded, the Royal;
Colleges should take no part whatever in the University,
although at the same time they recommend that no opposi-
tion should be made to the grant of a Charter. Upon this
basis the counsel of the two Royal Colleges (Sir Arthur-
Watson, Q. C.) received his instructions, aided by a personal
interview of the Presidents of the two Royal Colleges and
two other representative members of each College.

" On Tuesday, June 30th, the case of the two Royal’
Colleges was argued before the committee of the Privy
Council, and as the Lords of the Council were unfavourable
to the claims of the two Royal Colleges, the decision of the’
Lords was postponed for a few days with the view of the
two Royal Colleges and the two petitioning Colleges-
coming, if possible, to some satisfactory understanding.
With this object, the presidents and delegates of the two,
Royal Colleges had an interview with the representa-
tives of University and King’s Colleges on July 6th,
and after much discussion the following proposals were’
finally made as embodied in the following report:&mdash;
’1.. The representatives of the two Royal Colleges said that
their Colleges had at present resolved that they must have-
a dominant voice in the medical affairs of the University.
Had the University Colleges any alterrative to propose ’
It was suggested that the proposed veto on the Council
should not be that of the representatives of the Royal
Colleges, but of the medical members of the Council.
Agreed, that this suggestion might be taken into cone-

sideration for submission to the two Royal Colleges...
2. The question of the representation of the medical
schools on the Council was then considered. It
was explained on behalf of University College and King’s
College that they accepted without reserve the recognition
of all the ten medical schools named in their case in the.
Charter. It was suggested that the ten schools might be-
specified in Clause X., in the order stated in the case of the
schools, and not less than (say) four or five members
assigned to them. It was, however, suggested, on behalf
of University College and King’s College, that in this case,
in order to avoid undue enlargement of the Council, and
considering that the interests of the two Royal Colleges
would be in some measure represented by the medical
schools, that there should be some reduction in the numbers
at present assigned to the two Royal Colleges.’
" Furnished with these proposals the delegates of the two-

Royal Colleges again met, and after full consideration of
the report as laid out above unanimously came to the-
following resolution : ’That the delegates of the Royal
Colleges reaffirm the position previously assumed&mdash;viz.,, z,

that the Royal Colleges would make it essential to their
taking part in the formation of a new University, that they
should have the entire control of the medical curriculum-
and examinations for the medical degrees. And whilst not
willing to make any further proposition to the promoters of
the charter of the Albert University, are not unwilling to
consider any proposal substantially in accord with the
principle asserted.’ .

" must tell you now that whilst the meeting of the
delegates of the two Royal Colleges above referred to were
considering their position, a meeting was held of the-
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delegates of the medical schools to consider theirs, and the
delegates of the schools, having arrived at certain conclu-
sions, subsequently requested a conference with the delegates
of the Royal Colleges. This request was at once granted,
and the chairman of the delegates of the schools then
presented the following resolution as the result of their
deliberation and as expressing the collective opinion of all
the schools:-’ That the delegates of the schools agree to sup-
port the scheme of the Royal Colleges as set forth in their
case,the Colleges undertaking on their part to support the case
of the schools, as stated. The case of the schools requires-
<(1) Each school to have a representative on the Council of
the University. (2) The Council to have a veto to, but no
power of alteration in, the decisions of the Faculty. (3) The
’schools to have full representation on the Board of Studies.
,(4) The recognition of each school as a college of the Univer-
sity. Their names to be recited in the Charter. The case
of the Royal Colleges requires-(1) The Colleges to form the
assembly of the Faculty of Medicine, taking the representa-
tion of that Faculty on the Council. (2) The Colleges to
’be represented on the Board of Studies.’ The delegates of the
Royal Colleges subsequently agreed to accept the proposals of
the schools and to recommend their adoption by the Colleges.
At a meeting of the Council of the College held on July 9th
thereport of the delegates of the two Colleges was comidered,
and after full discussion the report as a whole was approved,
adopted, and entered on the minutes. The conclusions of the
’Council were then forwarded to the delegates of University
and King’s Colleges, and by them communicated to the Privy
Council. We now come to the termination of the matter.
On July 13bb, or four days after the decision of the
Council of this College, the Lords of the Council met
for final judgment on the petition of the two Col-
leges, and on July 20th, at a special meeting of the
’Council called for the purpose, it became my duty to report
that the Lords of the Privy Council on the 13th instant
announced their intention to recommend Her Majesty to
grant the prayer of the petitioners for a Charter for the
formation of the Albert University, declared the claim of
the Royal Colleges to a control of the Medical Faculty of the
University to be inadmissible, refused to grant to the Medical
.Schools more than five direct representatives in the Council of
the University, and suggested alternative arrangements
which they would approve by which the Council might be
,partly constituted of representatives of the Royal Colleges
and the Medical Schools, or of the Medical Schools alone in
the event of the Royal Colleges not consenting to the terms
offered to them.

" It was subsequently agreed upon by the Council that,
subject to agreement by the Royal College of Physicians,
the Medical Schools, if they so desire, be released from the
engagement made through their delegates to act with the
Royal Colleges in relation to the New University Scheme ;
and that a meeting of Fellows and Members be summoned
.for 2 o’clock PM. on Thursday, the 30th inst., to receive
the report of the Council on the present position of
affairs in relation to the proposed Albert University.
Under these circumstances, gentlemen, we have called you
together, and I have laid before you the facts of our case,
upon which we shall be pleased to have your opinion. I can
.assure you that every step we have taken has been made
tnnder a full sense of the responsibility of our position, and
.after as careful and deep consideration as time permitted ;
that we have acted in everything in fnll accordance with
our sister College the Royal College of Physicians; and that
we have had ever before us what we believed to be the best
for the interest of the public we serve, of the profession we
represent, and of the Royal Colleges we are bound to

support." "
Mr. LAWSON TAIT moved " That in the opinion of

this meeting it would be inconsistent with the position
.and destructive of the functions of the Royal College
af Surgeons of England to constitute itself any part of a
University for London." He complained that up to the
,present time members of the College had been left in the
drk as to the feelings and action of the Council in this
matter, and he confessed that it was extremely difficult to
follow the statement now made by the President. Upon
,general principles he thought the decision of the Council-he
would not say the willing but the forced decision-was per-
fectly in harmony with his own views. The resolution he
now moved merely expressed an opinion. If adopted it
would not hinder further action in the development
B(}1f a university in some way or other. It would

only express the opinion that the action of the Royal College
of Surgeons of England was not to be confined to London.
He spoke as the representative of a large and growing
medical school, and he could not help feeling that

throughout this movement there had been a disregard for
the interests of those who did not happen to exist in the
metropolitan area. The Council, in spite of appeals made
to them from time to time, had declined to consult the
practitioners of England, and in consequence failure be-
came certain. He asked the Council to be less ambitious.
The function of the College was to develop the art and
science of surgery, not the attendance at the bedside for
scarlet fever or measles. This latter business they ought
to drop now that they had a reasonable opportunity
of doing so. If they were to have an Albert University
for the parochial purposes of London, it was not the
Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons who ought to form
its medical faculty. Whether the school he represented
went in for a new university was matter for consideration,
but he had the satisfaction of knowing that if it came to
that he had to thank this Council for giving them a free
hand to do it.
Mr. CRAVEN, in order thau there might be a discussion,

seconded the resolution. He regretted the small attend-
ance, having in view the importance of the subject.
His own position in the matter was practically one of
neutrality.
Mr. JOSEPH SMITH said he was not surprised at the

attenuated meeting. He had expected to see the Council
form the majority of the meeting. The Council had
landed themselves in a deplorable condition simply
because they had not consulted the constituency of the
College. H" had every respect for the Council as sar-

geons and members of the profession, but as business
men he had none. They were utterly out of touch with the
general practitioners.
Dr. W. J. COLLINS moved, "That in view of the dis-

abilities under which the body politic of the Royal College
of Surgeons of England labour in comparison with other
similar bodies, this meeting regards the representation
accorded to the Council in the governing body of the new
University as adequate."
Mr. LAWSON TAIT said he could not see how this motion

had anything to do with his proposal.
The PRESIDENT thought it might be taken as an amend-

ment in order to facilitate discussion.
Dr. COLLINS then proceeded with his speech, pointing

out that he had no hostility to Mr. Lawson Tait’s proposal.
Mr. ARTHUR GREENWOOD seconded Dr. Collins’resolu-

tion, saying that the new University must come.
Mr. LAWSON TAIT asked leave to withdraw his resolu-

tion in favour of that proposed by Dr. Collins.
Mr. JOHN TWEEDY urged him not to withdraw it, and

expressed the view that the two proposals might be com-
bined.

It was then agreed that the resolution before the meeting
should take the following form-viz. : "That in the opinion
of this meeting it would be inconsistent with the position
and destructive of the functions of the Royal College of
Surgeons of England to constitute -itself any part of a Uni-
versity for London, but that in the event of the acceptance
of a position in the proposed University by the Royal
College of Surgeons of England, this meeting is of opinion
that in view of the disabilities under which the body
politic of the College labours in comparison with other
similar bodies, the representation accorded to the Council
in the governing body of the new University is to be re-
garded as adequate." " ’

Mr. NELSON HARDY thought there were many points in
the proposed scheme which might be successfully opposed.
Mr. THOMAS SMITH, a member of Council, said that

those who abused the Council did so under great advan-
tages, for they could abuse the Council as a body. When

a member attempted to reply he could only do so in his
individual capacity. No one could speak there except for
himself. It was absurd to say that the Colleges had done
nothing all these years to remedy the grievances of the
London students. They had been at work all the time,
and they had now the prospect of a remedy. It was
unreasonable in his opinion to recommend the Council to
go to Parliament and oppose this scheme.
The resolution in its amended form was then put to the

meeting and carried by fifteen to three votes.
Mr. JOSEPH SMITH asked the President whether the
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Council would see fit to abide by the resolution now that it
had been passed.
The PRESIDENT : The resolution is perfectly consistent

with the paper we have laid before you.
Mr. SMITH : And because it is consistent you will abide

by it?
The PRESIDENT : I am not speaking for the Council.
On the motion of Mr. Lawson Tait a vote of thanks was

accorded the President.

SANITARY MEASURES AT MARSEILLES.

AT last we may hope to see the town of Marseilles drained
in a proper manner, and the present barbaric state of filth
reformed out of existence. For many years it has been pro-
mised that this would be done, and yet there has been a
narrow escape from still another postponement. It was

only at the last hour during the last sitting of the French
Parliament previously to the present adjournment that the
law was voted sanctioning the drainage works at Marseilles.
lb will be remembered how severely Marseilles suffered from
the cholera in 1884 and 1885. Bat sanitarians required no such
visitation to make them demand great works for the im-
provement of the city. Its insanitary condition was evident
before the cholera came to emphasise the fact. The death-
rate was equal to 30-2 per l(j00 in 1882, 31 per 1000 in 1883,
and 33’9 in 1884. An exceptionally large proportion of
these deaths was due to preventable causes, a proportion
that was greatly aggravated by the advent of the cholera.
Thus from 1882 to 1886 there were 60,115 deaths in Mar-
seilles, of which 20,375 were caused by transmissible
diseases. The death-rabe in different parts of the town
varied from 18’8 to 47’4 per 1000, according to the
sanitary condition of these localities. After the cholera
epidemic of 1884-85, everyone acknowledged that
great sanitary works must be undertaken. It is un-
certain whether financial considerations or the desire to
save human life was most potent in bringing about this
consensus of opinion. In 1883 no less than 149,193
passengers travelled through Marseilles, but in 1884 the
alarm caused by the outbreak of cholera reduced this
number to 98,877. A loss of 50,914 probable customers in
the course of one year did not fail to affect the trade of the
town. The trade of the port was equally influenced. The
freights entering and leaving the port had been steadily
augmenting. The increase amounted to 138,391 tons for
the first six months of 1884, but in the following four
months, during which time the cholera prevailed, the
tonnage fell to the extent of 1,347,875 tons. It was also ’

noted that the number of vessels entering and leaving the
port was 3233 less than during the corresponding period of
the previous year. Nor did any improvement take place in
the year 1885, and it is notorious that, when once trade has
been diverted from its usual channels, it never returns in its
entirety; a portion is permanently lost.
Under the stress of such disastrous circumstances, it

might naturally be anticipated that the town of Marseilles
would come to a prompt decision. Instead of this, five or
six years were wasted in futile discussions; and it was not
till the month of October, 1890, that a general scheme of
drainage for the whole town was finally adopted. Perhaps
another two or three years would have been lost but for the
very serious alarm caused by the recrudescence of cholera
in Spain and in the neighbouring port of Barcelona. M.
Cartier, chief engineer in charge of the roads &c. of the
department of the Bouche-du-Rhone, obtained the silver
medal at the Paris Exhibition of 1889 for his scheme for
the drainage of the port of Marseilles, and it was his project
which the municipality finally adopted. This decision was
almost unanimous, the voting in favour of M. Cartier’s

project being thirty against three.
M. Cartier’s plan necessitates the construction of a main
sewer measuring 11,867 metres in length, and tributary
sewers of various dimensions measuring 182,839 metres in
length. It is calculated that the flow in the sewers will
travel at an average rate of thirty metres per minute, and
reach the outfall from the furthest point in less than twelve
hours. Pumping stations in the lower parts of the town
will be necessary in order to raise the sewage. The outfall
will be in the deep sea at Cortiou, well away from the town.

The sewers will receive the entire drainage of the houses.
The necessity of such sewers may best be judged by the fact)
that there’are actually in Marseilles 4000 houses which
drain into little wells or pits placed under the street
causeway. From these catch pits only the liquid overflow
reaches the sewers, the solid contents stagnating in these
little pits, constituting a perpetual nuisance and cause of in-
fection. The tinettes filtrantes, or metallic pails, which.
allow liquids to flow to the sewers but retain the solids, are
applied to 5000 houses. 10,000 houses have movable pails,
and no less than 13,600 dwellings have no drainage, no
sanitary accommodation whatsoever, the inhabitants being
compelled to throw everything into the open street gutter.
By the arrangement now concluded a company is to.

undertake the entire drainage scheme, and it must be com-
pleted in five years, after which time a fine of E20 for every
day of delay will be inflicted. Six months after the com-
pletion of the works the municipality will pay the company
a sum of f400,000, to be followed by fifty annuities of
;S48,974 each. This will cover every cost, and the,
municipality reserves the right of buying out the company
at the expiration of fifteen years. The company, it is further
stipulated, must pay the municipality f52 000 for the acquisi-
tion of lands necessary for its works, and &pound; 400 a month to cover
other costs while the sewers are in course of construction.
Great satisfaction is expressed with this agreement, as it
spreads the burden over a larger period of time, and imposes
no immediate outlay on the municipality. When the sewem
to be built are in working order, it will be much easier to
meet such an outlay; for, as each house is placed in connexion
with the sewer, and the present costly and abominable con-
trivances are abolished, a drainage tax can be imposed, which
will probably not cost the landlord more than he is actually
paying for the periodical removal of the pail, the tinette.

filtrante, or whatever other system he is now employing.
The law just voted by the French Chambers stipulates,
in Article 4, that householders draining into the
sewers shall be taxed for so doing in proportion to
the rental value of their houses. The proportion is.
set down at 20 fr. for a house worth 500 fr. per annum : -.
42 fr. for 1500 fr. annual value ; 65 fr. for 3000 fr. annual
value ; 85 fr. for 8000 fr. annual value ; 105 fr. for
10,000 fr. annual value ; 150 fr. for 20,000 fr. annual value ; ;.
and 200 fr. for all houses of a higher rental value than
20,000 fr. Article 6 of the law sets forth that all new
constructions built in a street where there is a sewer must
drain the rain-water, the slop-water, and the closets into
the sewer ; the same must be done for all old houses under-
going extensive repairs, and any house, whether old or new,
whether undergoing repairs or not, must drain into the
sewer within two years of its completion. Thus all the
sewers must be built within five years, and if two years after
this there remains by the side of the last sewer built a
house that does not drain into the sewer, the owner of the
house will be prosecuted. We are therefore within measur-
able distance of the completion of this great and long-
expected reform.
A limit has thus been placed to the duration of those

gross sanitary defects which have rendered Marseilles 81

menace to public health, not merely of its inhabitants, but
of other districts and countries that are in constant com-
munication with its port. The thousands of English
invalids and others who every year pass through Marseilles
on their road to the health stations of the Riviera will
welcome this promise of sanitary reform. Unfortunately
the mere construction of sewers, however well they may be
built, will not in itself suffice. Marseilles, it is true, has an
ample and excellent supply of water and there should be
no difficulty in efficiently flushing the sewers. The diffi-
culty for the future rests in the fact that the Marseillais
has not the remotest conception of the danger of sewer
air. When the scheme is completed, and probably long
before it is completed, he will proudly boast that his town
has achieved the grandest sanitary reform of any city in
Europe; yet he will not hesitate to place the interior of his
house in direct communication with the sewers by means o’
untrapped drain-pipes. When it was proposed to greatly
improve the health of Marseilles by bringing the pure waters
of the Durance to the town, almost every inhabitant
fixed an untrapped overflow pipe to his cistern. This
pipe ventilated his cesspit and the unflushed and abo-
minable sewers that exist in some of the streets, and
brought these noxious exhalations in direct contact with
the otherwise pure supply of drinking-water. It will not


